Date: Tue, 22 Jun 93 04:30:15 PDT
From: Info-Hams Mailing List and Newsgroup <info-hams@ucsd.edu>
Errors-To: Info-Hams-Errors@UCSD.Edu
Reply-To: Info-Hams@UCSD.Edu
Precedence: Bulk
Subject: Info-Hams Digest V93 #762
To: Info-Hams


Info-Hams Digest            Tue, 22 Jun 93       Volume 93 : Issue  762

Today's Topics:
                           Belden 9913 Coax
                   Poor Operating Practice By 5A0RR

Send Replies or notes for publication to: <Info-Hams@UCSD.Edu>
Send subscription requests to: <Info-Hams-REQUEST@UCSD.Edu>
Problems you can't solve otherwise to brian@ucsd.edu.

Archives of past issues of the Info-Hams Digest are available 
(by FTP only) from UCSD.Edu in directory "mailarchives/info-hams".

We trust that readers are intelligent enough to realize that all text
herein consists of personal comments and does not represent the official
policies or positions of any party.  Your mileage may vary.  So there.
----------------------------------------------------------------------

Date: Mon, 21 Jun 93 08:04:49 PDT
From: olivea!charnel!csusac!citrus!earldom!jre@uunet.uu.net
Subject: Belden 9913 Coax
To: info-hams@ucsd.edu

Cecil_A_Moore@ccm.hf.INTel.COM (Cecil A Moore) writes:

> >9913 has approximately 3db of loss per 100' at 330mhz.
> 
> The ARRL Handbook says 2.3 db loss per 100' at 330 MHz and 3 db loss
> per 100' at 520 MHz. Which is correct? I just bought some for 440.
> Is 2.3 approximately 3 or is the Handbook wrong?

They both are right.  Remember that as you increase in frequency,
the loss in cable increases. 

----------------------------------------------------------------------
(916) 729-6825          Jim Earl - KB6KCP          (916) 929-0300 x233
    (home)       earldom!jre@csusac.ecs.csus.edu          (work)
                        csusac!earldom!jre

------------------------------

Date: Tue, 22 Jun 1993 08:59:00 GMT
From: usc!howland.reston.ans.net!darwin.sura.net!gatekeeper.es.dupont.com!esds01.es.dupont.com!COLLINST%esvx19.es.dupont.com@network.UCSD.EDU
Subject: Poor Operating Practice By 5A0RR
To: info-hams@ucsd.edu

In article <1993Jun22.061413.17345@news.tu-ilmenau.de>, tom@systemtechnik.tu-ilmenau.de (Thomas Planke) writes:
>In article <204u40$ioe@jericho.mc.com>, levine@mc.com (Bob Levine) writes:
>|> In article 2836@es.dupont.com, collinst@esvx19.es.dupont.com (Thomas Collins  WI3P) writes:
>|> > On the evening of 6/17 at about 0300Z 5A0RR came up on 14.195Mhz.
>|> > He talked to a few stations he had a schedule with then all Hell

>Do you think it would be much better to say "...listen 5-10 up.." ? Really?
                                                 ^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^     ^^^^^
                                                  YES                YES

>Looks like never heard a fine pile-up...

I'm not sure what your point is here, but if you mean I  have never heard
such a 'fine pile-up'.  Wrong.  If you want 100KHz of bandwidth at least
go to 10 meters.  And why not just do CW, the QSOs are faster and he 
probably would only take 10-15KHz.

>100khc are too much but working in such a dxpedition only 5 khc split width
>would be stupid. 

So Thomas what is the alternative?  Wiping out about 50% of the 20 meter
voice band and interfering with 'ON GOING' QSOs?  I don't think so.
>-- 
>+----------------------------------------------------------------------------+
>| Thomas Planke                    Thomas.Planke@Systemtechnik.TU-Ilmenau.DE |
>| Technical University Ilmenau                  Phone: +49 3677/69-1465      |
>| Dept. of Automation and Systems Engineering   Fax:   +49 3677/69-1446	     |
>| PF 327,Am Ehrenberg,D-O6300 Ilmenau,Germany(New ZIP: D-98684 from July 1st)|
>|                                       (PacketRadio: DL5ATP@DB0RSV.DEU.EURO)|
>+----------------------------------------------------------------------------+
>

73, Tom WI3P  collinst@esvax.dnet.dupont.com  or collinst@holonet.net
***** The comments, opinions, belief, sentiment, views & scribblings ****
***** above this signature are mine, and mine alone.  They do not    ****
***** reflect the E.I. DuPont de Nemours Co., Inc., its subsidiaries ****
***** and/or its partners nor its employees or shareholders.         ****

------------------------------

End of Info-Hams Digest V93 #762
******************************
